We determined whether a marine diving bird, the rhinoceros auklet, Cerorhinca monocerata, used different foraging behaviour and collected different prey items for its young than when feeding itself. Foraging behaviour was determined by conducting visual scans, and prey items were sampled by collecting fish delivered to chicks and by collecting fish where auklets were self-feeding, which was verified by two other sources of information. Adult auklets ate small fish (59.1 0.5 mm, N=547), including juvenile Pacific sand lance, Ammodytes hexapterus, and Pacific herring, Clupea harengus, but collected larger fish to feed their chicks (95.2 1.3 mm, N=321), including primarily Pacific sand lance, Pacific herring, Pacific salmon species, Oncorhynchus spp., and surf smelt, Hypomesus pretiosus. In addition, auklets collected fish for themselves primarily by diving in mixed-species feeding flocks before 1600 hours, whereas they collected fish to feed their chicks by diving solitarily after 1600 hours. This suggests that auklets switched both foraging behaviour and prey selection when collecting fish for self-feeding, compared with when collecting fish for chick provisioning. Several avian studies have documented different diets of adults and chicks, but this is the first research to observe directly and document different foraging behaviour used in adult and chick provisioning. We emphasize the importance of distinguishing between self-feeding and chick provisioning in foraging and life history studies.
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Few studies on animals provisioning their young have distinguished between food that parents collect for themselves (self-feeding) and food they collect for their young (provisioning). Although this distinction has been recognized for some time (Hegner 1982; Kacelnik 1984; Swihart & Johnson 1986) , it has been the focus of optimal modelling only in the last decade (Houston 1987; Kacelnik 1988; Kacelnik & Cuthill 1990; Ydenberg 1994; Ydenberg et al. 1994; Saunders & Ydenberg 1995) . It is important to distinguish between self-feeding and provisioning because it is predicted that parents do not value equally the prey collected under these two foraging contexts (Ydenberg 1994; Ydenberg et al. 1994) . When self-feeding, there are costs in collecting food but there are also energetic benefits from consuming the food. When provisioning, however, the benefits to the adult are in long-term fitness, rather than short-term energy balance. Therefore, with provisioning there are only the costs of collecting and delivering food, in the strict sense of foraging theory. Adults having greater energetic costs than benefits while provisioning is consistent with a central concept in classical life history theory, which assumes that reproduction has a survival cost due to deficits acquired in the adult's short-term energy balance (Drent & Daan 1980; Partridge & Harvey 1985; Reznick 1985; Kacelnik 1988; Martins & Wright 1993) . Therefore, distinguishing between self-feeding and provisioning not only broadens the scope of foraging theory, but also allows researchers to examine the long-term survival cost of reproduction by comparing the short-term adjustments in foraging decisions when self-feeding to those when provisioning (Kacelnik 1988; Ydenberg 1994) .
Birds often collect different prey items for their chicks than for themselves. When transporting meals to chicks, larger or higher-quality (e.g. higher protein or lipid content) prey items are often collected for delivery to young compared with those ingested by parents (Cairns 1984; Bradstreet & Brown 1985; Robinson 1986; Swihart & Johnson 1986; Piatt 1987; Vermeer et al. 1987; Mahon et al. 1992) . Most studies have only examined dietary differences between adults and their young, but have not reported preferences for foraging behaviour in each foraging context. Although selection of prey types and foraging methods are closely linked, observed differences
